repressive rule. Furthermore, Kim concludes that the legacies of Park Chung Hee include the chaebol system, money politics, and the repressive policies of the KCIA, which have had quite a negative and lasting legacy.
Although differing historiographies appear in the book, overall it is characterized by a consistent feature. That is, this book contends that one of the essential characteristics of the Park Chung Hee era was that almost all areas of society were driven by the decision making of Park Chung Hee alone. Therefore, as the introduction suggests, Western theories and concepts, such as the Weberian Developmental State, are insufficient to fully elucidate the Park Chung Hee era.
What is also noteworthy is that the book asserts that the United States' role should not be overemphasized. For example, Park's establishment of the Yushin system was entirely unilateral. However, as presented in chapter 16, entitled "The Security, Political, and Human Rights Conundrum, 1974-1979 ," and chapter 17, called "Search for Deterrence: Park's Nuclear Option," during this period the Park regime was quite limited in its policy options, eventually leading to the downfall of the Yushin system. Thus, Park's unilateralism can be explained by the differences in the degree of hegemonic influence of the United States before and after the Nixon administration. In other words, considering that the creation of Park's Yushin system was not a political phenomenon peculiar to 1972 Korea, as a similar system appeared in the Philippines in the same year, the relatively autonomous power in South Korea can be explained as a result of the weakening of U.S. hegemony following the introduction of the Nixon Doctrine, rather than as the outcome of Park Chung Hee's policy.
Finally, the last chapter of this book, which compares the policies of the Park Chung Hee administration with those in other governments, as well as Park himself with other leaders, is an important attempt to confer universality on the Park Chung Hee era within world history. This endeavor contributes to comparative studies that are so crucial in arriving at a more accurate understanding of Park Chung Hee and his era, even though more precise examination should be needed in the future. One Alliance, Two Lenses is an innovative and unique study of the asymmetrical nature of U.S.-Korea relations. Focusing on the period between 1992 and
TAE GYUN PARK

